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REMARKS 

In the November 24, 2009 Office Action, claims 1 and 3-12 were allowed, and the 
drawings were objected to. No other objections or rejections were made in the Office Action. 

Status of Claims and Amendments 

In response to the November 24, 2009 Office Action, Applicant has submitted 

herewith a corrected drawing. Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for the examination 
of this application. Thus, claims 1 and 3-12 are pending, with claims 1 and 6 being the only 
independent claims. Acceptance of the drawing and withdrawal of the objection are 
respectfully requested in view of the amendments to Figure 2(a) and the following comments. 

Interview Summary 
On December 15, 2009, the undersigned conducted a telephonic interview with 
Examiner Jones, who is in charge of the above-identified patent application. Applicant 
wishes to thank Examiner Jones for the opportunity to discuss the above-identified patent 
application during the Interview of December 15, 2009. 

Drawings 

On page 2 of the Office Action, the drawings were objected to as failing to comply 
with 37 CFR § 1 .83(a). In response, Applicant has filed herewith a corrected drawing. 

Specifically, the drawings were objected to for failing to show every feature of the 
invention specified in the claims. More specifically, it was stated that the pattern provided on 
the reverse side of the front panel must be shown or canceled from the claims. 

In response, Applicant has submitted herewith a replacement sheet with changes to 
Figure 2(a). Figure 2(a) now indicates the transparent resin layers 44 and 47 of the front 
panel 24, and the coating layers 43 and 46 that are respectively provided on the reverse side 
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of the front panel, that according to the written disclosure exhibit a pattern. Please see page 
6, lines 23-25 and page 7, lines 6-8 of the translation of the written disclosure. 

Applicant respectfully asserts that the aforementioned figure is provided as an 
example and not meant to limit the claims. 

Applicant believes that the drawings now comply with 37 CFR § 1.83(a). Applicant 

respectfully requests withdrawal of the objections. 

* * * 

In view of the foregoing amendment and comments, Applicant respectfully asserts 
that the application is now in condition for allowance. Acceptance of the corrected drawing 
is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/Todd M. Guise/ 
Todd M. Guise 
Reg. No. 46,748 

SHINJYU GLOBAL IP COUNSELORS, LLP 

1233 Twentieth Street, NW, Suite 700 

Washington, D.C. 20036 

(202)-293-0444 

Dated: January 22, 2010 
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